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This chapter narrates and discusses some major lines of development in 
Anatolia between the turn ofthe fourteenth century and the second accession 
to power of Mehmed II. The emphasis lies on the early Ottoman enterprise, 
thanks to the fact that it had become the major power in the peninsula by the 
end ofthe 150 years under discussion. The end point of our coverage is entirely 
reasonable, as there is general agreement that Mehmed the Conqueror's reign 
was a turning point in the creation of one imperial polity and the wreck of 
another, Byzantium. 

It is far from clear, around the year 1300, that anyone should have expected 
such an outcome, for in 1300 the Mongols seemed to be suzerains of the area 
we term the Ottomans” homeland.' In fact, the number of those in 1299 and 
1300 who recognised the period as a caesura in Anatolia's history was small, 
perhaps a hundred people, almost all of them men. We do not yet know any 
of their names, but we do know that they were the moneyers active in the 
Muslim domains ofthe peninsula. From the 1280s until 1299, there were about 
ten mints striking silver dirhems for the Seljuks and Ilkhanids. For the years 
immediately after 1300, the number (now almost entirely for the Ikhanids) is 
also around ten. But in 699/1299—1300, the number of mints striking silver 
dirhems shoots up to forty-six.” Such a phenomenon has not occurred before 
or since in the recorded history of Anatolia. It was at this time that the Mongol 
governor Sülemis revolted against the Ilkhan Ghazan Mahmud, and the spec- 
tacular spike in the number of mints may well reflect a convulsive moment of 
transition. 

In the decade immediately following the revolt, the Mongols not only 
attempted to re-establish some control over Asia Minor, the gradient of 


1 See Rudi Paul Lindner, 'How Mongol were the Early Ottomans”, in The Mongol Empire 
and its Legacy, ed. R. Amitai-Preiss and D. O. Morgan (Leiden, 1999), pp. 282-9. 

2 Rudi Paul Lindner, Explorations in Ottoman Prehistory (Ann Arbor, 2007), pp. 91-2, 
figs. 1-3. 
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effective power running from a high in the east to a low west of the 
plateau, but there also occurred the collapse of Byzantine power in the 
west, the survival of the Byzantine remnant at Trebizond, and the growth 
of a number of Turkish emirates in the areas between Mongol and Byzan- 
tine Anatolia; we term these the beyliks, to emphasise their creation by 
Turkish chiefs, many of whom had not held high office for the Seljuks or 
Mongols.’ It is customary, however, given the ultimate predominance of the 
Ottomans and the nature of the surviving sources, to focus on the Ottoman 
experience. 

Before turning to the sources, the history of scholarship on this era of 
Anatolian history, and in particular on early Ottoman history, makes a scenic 
detour advisable. There are a number of ways of assessing the previous few 
generations of work, but for the reader it may be convenient to distinguish 
between two points of view, one that might be termed deductive, the other 
inductive. These two perspectives are not set off in sharp relief one from the 
other. A deductive approach arises from meditation on, and perhaps the seizure 
of, a particular piece or constellation of evidence, from which a more general 
outlook seems to follow. The inductive approach is not based upon a random 
walk through the evidence, nor is the choice of questions to frame made 
within the confines ofan uncluttered, not to say empty, mind. For many years, 
however, many treatments of this era rested upon a particular framework that 
remained untested, and the work grew out ofa basic understanding built upon 
that framework. It is only in the past few years that scholars have, not without 
considerable reluctance, turned in search of other models or even set forth 
with paradigm lost. 

The framework we have lost is that of Professor Paul Wittek, followed by 
many and in recent years adjusted slightly in the hope of responding to a 
larger base of evidence and avoiding certain claims that now appear dated.^ 


3 Onthebeyliks asa whole, excluding the Ottomans, the standard reference is İsmail Hakkı 
Uzunçarşılı, Anadolu Beylikleri, revised edition (Ankara, 1969; repr. 1988). There has been 
a great deal of work on individual beyliks since, much of it dedicated to the architectural 
history of a particular beylik or a comparison of types and architectural features across 
the beyliks. 

4 The most widely read expression of the framework is in Paul Wittek, ‘Deux chapitres 
de l'histoire des Turcs de Roum', Byzantion 11 (1936), 285-319, and The Rise of the Ottoman 
Empire (London, 1938). For a discussion of some issues arising from Wittek's formula- 
tion, see Rudi Paul Lindner, ‘Stimulus and Justification in Early Ottoman History’, Greek 
Orthodox Theological Review 27 (1982), 207-24. A recent, and sharp, refutation of the for- 
mulation in its more recent garb is in Colin Imber, ‘What Does “Ghazi” Actually Mean”, 
in The Balance of Truth: Essays in Honour of Professor Geoffrey Lewis, ed. Ciğdem Balim- 
Harding and Colin Imber (Istanbul, 2000), pp. 165-78. Colin Heywood has published a 
series of important studies on Wittek: “The Frontier in Ottoman History: Old Ideas and 
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Wittek developed his ideas over a period of years extending from his service 
in the First World War through his years in Turkey during the heady era 
of the Atatürk dictatorship. On the basis of two early literary texts and an 
inscription dated to 1337, Wittek argued that the fundamental, driving fac- 
tor in early Ottoman success was dedication to the gaza or holy war, that 
this religious zeal was central to Ottoman success, and that Ottoman failure 
followed from their abandonment of this fundamental tenet of their enter- 
prise? Scholars following in Wittek's footsteps have moved away from his 
strong formulation, but have begun from his perspective and retain it in large 
part.“ It is probably safe to suggest that at the moment there is no agreed 
point of reference about which most scholars gather, and that a more eclectic 


approach, resting more on the sources than on scholarly tradition, holds the 
field. 


Sources 


The sources for the history of this era offer something for everyone. For the 
scholar used to the Byzantine sources or the Persian chronicles of the Rum 
Seljuks, a broad vista with many pleasing prospects opens up.” The Byzantine 
chronicles continue to offer much help, especially with respect to chronology: 
here the so-called Short Chronicles have occasionally been crucial. There are 
also a number of ‘official’ documents that survive, especially from monastic 
houses, and new editions of these are largely complete. Texts of a religious 
nature (hagiographical, doctrinal, apologetic) provide assistance. There are, in 
addition, a number oftexts that remain unpublished and that may be expected 
to throw additional light on particular topics (for example, imperial panegyric). 
Further, materials (many of them Italian in origin) that help to outline the 
economic history ofthe Palaeologan era also bear on Anatolia, occasionally in 


New Myths’, in Frontiers in Question: Eurasian Borderlands, 700-1700, ed. Daniel Power and 
Naomi Standen (London, 1998), pp. 228-50; “Wittek and the Austrian Tradition”, Journal 
of the Royal Asiatic Society (1988), 7-25; ‘A Subterranean History: Paul Wittek (1894-1978) 
and the Ottoman State’, Die Welt des Islams 38 (1998), 386—405; ‘“Boundless Dreams of the 
Levant": Paul Wittek, the George-Kreis, and the Writing of Ottoman History’, Journal of 
the Royal Asiatic Society (1989), 30—50. 

5 Inaddition to the works previously cited, a central discussion ofthe inscription is in Colin 
Hey wood, "The 1337 Bursa Inscription and its Interpreters’, Turcica 36 (2004), 215-32. 

6 Among these have been Halil İnalcık, Stanford Shaw, Elizabeth Zachariadou and Cemal 
Kafadar. 

7 A good list of the sources and editions is in Colin Imber, The Ottoman Empire 1300-1481 
(Istanbul, 1990), pp. 257-64. 
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depth.? Such sources have helped develop the economic history of the beyliks, 
for which there are few surviving chronicles.? 

Not muchin the way of public and private documents survives from most of 
the Anatolian beyliks, and few of them found chroniclers whose work is extant. 
For the beyliks in central and western Anatolia, there are fundamentally two 
literary chronicles of note: the Diisturname of Enveri, which celebrates Umur 
Bey of Aydin, and a chronicle of the Karamanoğulları, written by a certain 
Şikari, which must be used with great care.“ However, the Ottoman archives 
possess a goodly number of documents, record books and the like, most of 
which are unpublished, much of which remains unstudied, some of which 
is still uncatalogued. And there are a small number of Ottoman chronicles 
produced in the course of the fifteenth century. Unfortunately, the chronicles 
can be highly tendentious, there are interesting gaps in coverage and there 
are occasional emendations; it is fortunate that not all ofthe alterations were 
skilfully done." The early Ottoman chronicles have turned out to be less 
circumstantial and more elliptical than their Byzantine counterparts, but they 
are valuable monuments to the intellectual movements ofthe fifteenth century. 
Unfortunately, there is not a single extensive account for which a satisfactory 
edition, based upon all the manuscripts, exists. For example, the existing edition 
of the Anonymous Chronicles rests upon a late recension, and the widely used 
chronicle of Asikpasazade is available in an old edition whose basis has not 
been investigated, a ‘standard’ edition that attempts in vain to locate an Urtext, 
and two recent texts, one of which pieces together the longest version possible, 
while the other limits itselfto two manuscripts. There is much room for further 
textual studies among the early Ottoman chronicles.? 


8 See A. E. Laiou and Charalambos Bouras (eds.), The Economic History of Byzantium from 
the Seventh Century through the Fifteenth Century, 3 vols. (Washington, DC, 2002). 

9 See Elizabeth A. Zachariadou, Trade and Crusade: Venetian Crete and the Emirates of 
Menteshe and Aydin (1300-1415) (Venice, 1983); and Kate Fleet, European and Islamic Trade 
in the Early Ottoman State: the Merchants of Genoa and Turkey (Cambridge, 1999). 

10 Enveri, ed. and tr. I. Mélikoff-Sayar, Le Destan d'Umiür Pacha (Paris, 1954); Rudi Paul 

Lindner, Nomads and Ottomans in Medieval Anatolia (Bloomington, 1983), pp. 145-7. The 

new publication by Metin Sözen and Necdet Sakaoğlu, Karamanname (Istanbul, 2005), 

does not entirely supersede the older edition of Şikari by Mesut Koman, Şikari'nin 

Karaman Oğulları Tarihi (Konya, 1946). 

For a gap of fifteen years in the description of the career of Orhan, see Elizabeth A. 

Zachariadou, 'Histoires et legends des premiers Ottomans', Turcica 27 (1995), 52; and 

for the “Ottoman conquest’ of Adrianople (Edirne), see Iréne Beldiceanu-Steinherr, "La 

conquête d'Andrinople par les Turcs: la pénétration turque en Thrace et la valeur des 

chroniques ottomans', Travaux et Mémoires 1 (1965), 439—61. 

12 In this regard, there are two excellent introductory articles: Halil İnalcık, "The Rise 
of Ottoman Historiography', in Historians of the Middle East, ed. Bernard Lewis and 
P. M. Holt (London, 1962), pp. 152-67; and V. L. Ménage, "The Beginnings of Ottoman 
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Our knowledge ofthe post-Seljuk beyliks is very much restricted, thanks to 
the Ottoman conquest. We know much more of their architectural remains 
than we do of the processes causing the ebb and flow of their histories in 
the fourteenth and early fifteenth centuries.? Yet it is true that they formed 
an integral part of ‘an entirely new Turkey that some of them were starting 
to fashion, a country on the move'.“ Although there are synthetic accounts 
of their place in the history of Anatolian Islamic art and architecture, there 
is no general account that compares and contrasts their political histories. 
There are, however, two accounts from the 1330s, one from the traveller Ibn 
Battuta, and the other, culled from the accounts of contemporaries, found 
in the geographical treatise of al-"Umari.? Ibn Battuta visited most of the 
beyliks on his travels through Asia Minor, while al-‘Umari contains two sets 
of accounts of both the large and small beyliks. Ibn Battuta's account contains 
information about the spread ofthe fütüvvet (futuwwa) movementin the towns, 
groups of artisans dedicated to shared religious experience and to a certain 
ethical norm: the adherents of these groups were known as ahis, and the title 
ahi occurs from time to time in the later chronicles as evidence ofthe memory 
of these groups, which provided links between communities at a time when 
disunity prevailed on other levels. 


Historiography', in ibid., pp. 168—79. An exemplary study of one chronicle is in V. L. 
Ménage, Neshri's History of the Ottomans (London, 1964). For a very interesting study 
of texts related to the Anonymous Chronicles, see Stéphane Yerasimos, La fondation de 
Constantinople et de Sainte-Sophie dans les traditions turques: legends d'empire (Paris, 1990); 
Friedrich Giese (ed.), Die altosmanischen anonymen Chroniken in Text und Übersetzung, 
2 vols. (Leipzig, 1922-5); Aşıkpaşazade, Tevarih-i Al-i Osman, Aşıkpaşazade Tarihi, ed. 
Ali (Istanbul, 1332 (1916); Aşıkpaşazade, Die altosmanische Chronik des Astkpasazade, ed. 
Friedrich Giese (Leipzig, 1929); [Asikpagazade] Aşıkpaşaoğlu Ahmed Aşiki, Tevârih-i 
ÂLi Osman, in Osmanlı Tarihleri, vol. 1, ed. N. Çiftçioğlu (Istanbul, 1949), pp. 91-319; 
Asikpasazade, Osmanoğulları'nın Tarihi, ed. Kemal Yavuz and M. A. Yetka Saraç (Istanbul, 
2003). 

13 Thestandardaccountis Uzunçarşılı, Anadolu beylikleri, to which one may add the relevant 
articles on individual beyliks in The Encyclopaedia of Islam, 2nd edn (Leiden, 1960-2006) 
[henceforth EG) Since 1969 there has been a flood of work on individual beyliks pub- 
lished in Turkey, including important works on architecture and the publication ofsignif- 
icant collections of coins. For an example, see Şennur Şentürk, ed., Asya'dan Anadolu'ya 
Rüzgar (Istanbul, 1994), sampling the beylik coins found in the Yapı ve Kredi Bank. 

14 Claude Cahen, Pre-Ottoman Turkey, tr. J. Jones-Williams (London, 1968), p. 313. This first 
English edition contains some useful material not in the revised French version, La 
Turquie pré-ottomane (Istanbul and Paris, 1988), or The Formation of Turkey, ed. and tr. 
P. M. Holt (London, 2001). 

15 Thebestentry into the account ofIbn Battuta remains the annotated English translation 
by H. A. R. Gibb: Ibn Battuta, The Travels of Ibn Battuta, vol. II (London, 1962), based upon 
the edition by Defremery and Sanguinetti; al-‘Umari, Al-’Umari’s Bericht über Anatolien, 
ed. Franz Taeschner (Leipzig, 1929). The latter account contains precious and often 
puzzling information about soldiery, weights and price levels, which deserve careful 
inspection and evaluation. 
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'The beyliks 


Why did the beyliks not last? After all, politically some of them, on the west 
coast ofthe peninsula, seem to replicate the geographical and economic advan- 
tages of many of the city-states of Greek antiquity. It would be foolhardy to 
attempt a definitive answer to this question at the present time, especially as 
it is really a restatement of another question to which a definitive answer still 
eludes us, namely, why did the Ottomans, of all the beyliks, achieve ultimate 
success? But framed interms ofthe beyliks, among the ideas that come to mind, 
one may deserve further study. Perhaps the majority ofthe beyliks did not have 
the resources to project their power or the need to obviate the perceived threat 
ofa neighbour. In some cases, the nature ofthe military technology on which 
their forces were based was insufficient to allow them more than occasional 
raids: here one has in mind the plateau and southern coastal beylik of Kara- 
man, whose forces had been nomadic, but without enough nomads. Along 
these lines, the Ottomans would have had certain advantages: a nearby and 
weak enemy in Byzantium, an early turn from nomadic towards sedentary 
warfare (after 1329) and the ability to develop resources in Europe in the 1370s. 
But these are early days in the development of a thoughtful historiography of 
these little jewels of statelets. 

The point here is related to the history of the polities in Inner Asia after 
the Timurid era. In order to break out, as had the Mongols in the thirteenth 
century and the forces of Timur in the fourteenth, it was necessary to have the 
appropriate military and economic resources: and for a military arm largely 
dependent upon nomadis, this condition translated into a sufficient number 
of nomads with a sufficient number of remounts. The post-Timurid attempts 
at building a greater enterprise were strong enough to create local clienteles 
in town, steppe and agricultural environments, but did not manage to gather 
enough force to overcome the opposition of similarly situated and endowed 
opponents. Ultimately, these polities fell prey to the expansion of states based 
upon sedentary resource bases. 

The beyliks of Anatolia were smaller, had fewer resources and did not 
have large hinterlands of steppe or oasis. Among the fascinating, and not yet 
fully tested, materials presented by al-"Umari's informants are figures for the 
military of each beylik. It is not clear just what these figures represent, and 
they do not appear all to have been gathered on the same basis. For example, 
the Eşrefoğulları are said to have had more than 60,000 mounted soldiers, that 
is to say the equivalent of six tumans, which appears impossible, given the 
constraints of geography. However, it does look as if these figures, over all, 
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represent the limits of power of the beyliks, and on that assumption it does 
begin to look as if none ofthem, without easy pickings on the frontiers, could 
assert itself over the others. Perhaps one of the beyliks on the Aegean coast 
might have been able to gather the requisite resources through the projection 
of sea power, but none of them was, in the end, able to do this, perhaps 
because the resources of the hinterland limited the construction of proper 
fleets, perhaps because none of them lasted long enough to develop a strong 
and independent seafaring tradition, as had Venice and Genoa. In any event, 
the map of the beyliks appears for the most part to involve tradeoffs without 
opportunities for easy growth. The one exception to this is the Ottomans, 
who were closest to a weakening enemy and had the least difficulties in taking 
advantage of opportunities in the Balkans. 

It is traditional in the writing of histories in this area to focus on the rise of 
the Ottomans rather than to provide a series of histories ofthe beyliks, and this 
chapter will not stray far from that tradition. However, it is useful to say a few 
words in passing about the larger ofthe beyliks and to offer some comparative 
comments that might help in the organisation of their histories as a whole. 
Here again we are at the mercy of our sources, not all of which have been fully 
analysed. 

In fact, one of the source problems may provide a hint as to processes 
that prevented the expansion and growth of certain of the fourteenth-century 
beyliks. The Ottoman chronicles tend to hide difficulties between brothers 
and generations of the ruling house, but it does appear that some sons of 
the ruling leader in the early period played a role in governing districts and, 
later on, provinces. However, we do not see examples of rule over the entire 
enterprise divided between brothers. Whether this became a custom early on 
is unclear, and it may have been the result of accident becoming transformed, 
by chance repetition, into habit. We are not talking here about succession to 
rule but about the potential division ofthe polity among members ofthe same 
generation. Again, it is not clear whether this result is the outcome of design 
or of contingent events. 

At the same time, those who have laboured to establish accurate chronolo- 
gies for some ofthe beyliks are faced with the decision of identifying as one and 
the same person distinct rulers whose names do not match. Is this the result 
of memory lapse on the part of our medieval authors? Is this the outcome of 
those authors' reliance on partial names or even nicknames? Often, however, 
there is evidence that members ofthe same generation ruled different, distinct 
parts of the same beylik. 
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For example, control of the beylik of Hamid, in Pisidia and Pamphylia, was 
divided between two branches, one at Eğridir and the other at Antalya. In the 
1336s two brothers divided the beylik of Karası between Balıkesir (Balıkesri) 
and Bergama, and a similar division continued into the next generation. In the 
third guarter of the fourteenth century, three brothers ruled different districts 
of the beylik of Menteşe. In the early fourteenth century, there seems to have 
been a division of the Teke beylik as well. On occasion, there was the rule of 
a sole sovereign during one generation, followed by a division of the polity 
during the next. At times it seems as if one is looking at the dynastic history 
of Merovingian Gaul in parvo. 

One possible corroboration of this line of argument is the policy followed 
by Timur after his defeat of Bayezid I in 1402. Bayezid had seized control 
of most of the beyliks during the 1390s, but Timur restored them to their 
original dynasts: however, some of these were again ruled jointly, which ulti- 
mately made for divisions and eased the Ottoman reconquest one or two 
decades later. The chief who had united the steppe and sown land of the 
Ulus Chaghatay appears to have wanted no strong rulers in Anatolia. It is 
significant that after Timur reconstituted some of the beyliks, they proved 
incapable of establishing an institutional structure sufficient to ward off the 
Ottomans within a generation of 1402. They seem to have continued on the 
basis of their earlier practices, which proved just as insufficient as they did in 
the 1390s. 

What this suggests is that the nature of divided rule played a role in pre- 
venting the consolidation of resources, of power and ofthe ability to conquer. 
It was possible to quarrel within, but not to expand. Did this have an impact 
on trade within the peninsula? The fact that there is little evidence of the 
continued construction of caravansarys on the Seljuk model does not neces- 
sarily count for very much. New caravansarys would have been needed to 
accommodate an increase in the number of traders, caravans and a growing 
volume of goods, or new construction might have been needed to counter an 
increase in banditry; but there is little record of either. The existing network 
appears to have been sufficient unto the day. We also have the slim evidence 
of Ibn Battuta, who appears to have travelled without much let or hindrance 
in the early 1330s. 

If we search for another measure, across the beyliks, of their success, there 
isa certain amount of good fortune in the remarkable growth ofthe discipline 
of art history in modern Turkey, which has bequeathed a large number of 
local studies, some antiquarian, some of remarkable sophistication, all useful 
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in ferreting out the remaining medieval monuments (7 The remaining archi- 
tectural works differ from one another in the eyes of connoisseurs, but they 
are for the most part not very large or ornate. Smaller work in tapestry, wood 
and ceramic is not rare, but it does not reveal the availability ofa large surplus 
of wealth. The coinages of the beyliks do not compare, in volume, weight 
standards or design, to the issues from the Seljuk mints; but perhaps a large 
volume of new coinage was not needed. 

There are many difficulties associated with the chronology, lists of rulers 
andinternal histories ofthe beyliks, and it seems best for the momentto discuss 
them in rather different terms. The beylik immediately to the south-west of 
the Ottomans was Karası, in Mysia, whose history begins in earnest after the 
Catalan expedition ofthe early fourteenth century. Bordering on the Marmara, 
the Dardanelles and the Aegean, this beylik had some naval pretensions and 
may have benefited from the immigration of Turks from the Dobrudja. The 
power, however, ofthe beylik was insufficient to wrest Mytilene (Lesbos) from 
Christian hands. Soldiers from this beylik played a role, along with Ottoman 
volunteers, in the Thracian adventures before the definitive Turkish installation 
across the Dardanelles. There is very sparse coinage remaining from Karasi, 
and it appears reasonable to suggest that the beylik, which fell definitively to 
the Ottomans after various earlier partitions at the end of Orhan's reign, was 
hampered by its inability to control the sea routes and by its more powerful 
neighbour to the east, Germiyan.” 

The beylik of Saruhan was centred on Lydia and lasted from the early 
fourteenth century to 1410, when it finally fell to the Ottomans. The cap- 
ital of the enterprise was at Manisa, but members of the family of the 
Saruhanoğulları had subsidiary and perhaps partly autonomous residences 
elsewhere. From an early date the rulers of Saruhan involved themselves 
in campaigns at sea, where they were associated with the forces of Aydin. 
They were also enmeshed in politics and warfare involving the Genoese 
at Chios and Phocaea. On the one hand, Manisa prospered: there was a 
slave market and some significant building in the 1360s and 1370s. On the 
other, the forces of the emirate seem to have been unable to establish com- 
plete independence from the currents of war and diplomacy fostered by the 


16 For an overview see Gönül Öney, Beylikler Devri Sanatı XIV.-XV. Yüzyıl (1300-1453) 
(Ankara, 1989). To the works mentioned within should be added the large number of 
local histories, such as the works of LH. Konyal on central and south coastal Anatolia. 

17 E. A. Zachariadou, “The Emirate of Karasi and that of the Ottomans: Two Rival States’, 
in The Ottoman Emirate (13 00-1389), ed. E. A. Zachariadou (Rethymnon, 1993), pp. 225-36, 
who sees the beylik as more powerful, at least initially. 
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Ottomans after 1360, Byzantium after the 1340s and the more powerful rulers of 
Aydın. 

Aydin appears to have been the most influential of the coastal beyliks, and it 
is, with the exception ofthe Ottomans, the sole western beylik from which we 
have a narrative source of some scope, the Destan of Umur Pasa. The dynasty, 
formerly allied with the beys ofthe Phrygian emirate of Germiyan, established 
itself around 1308 and shortly thereafter ruled from Birgi, although much of 
the Smyrna (Izmir) district, and the city itself, became part of the principality. 
Once again, although the head ofthe family claimed supreme authority, other 
members had their own separate residences with more or less autonomous 
power. 

Smyrna/ Izmir was then, as now, an economic centre of the Aegean basin, 
and the dynasty became involved in warfare with the Genoese, trade arrange- 
ments and diplomacy with the Byzantines: it even issued imitations of Italian 
coins. Umur Bey (1334-48), hero of the Destan, allied himself with the Byzan- 
tine claimant John Kantakouzenos, and forces from Aydın became involved in 
the Byzantine civil wars of the early 1340s. It proved impossible, however, to 
deal both with possibilities in the Balkans and with threats from the sea caused 
by crusaders called forth by the pope and including a number of European 
naval powers. Ultimately, Umur Bey died in battle at İzmir. After his death, 
his successors reached an agreement with the European powers in 1348, one 
that crippled the naval power of the beylik and threatened to lower its trade 
revenues substantially. The beylik continued to be influential but without offer- 
ing the same naval threats as before: it is probable that its wealth for the next 
few generations depended more on trade and internal growth than on the 
opportunistic raids of Umur Bey s career. 

There are significant architectural monuments ofthe era: mosques, medreses 
and tombs. Perhaps the most significant of the monuments is the İsa Bey 
mosque in Ephesus (1374). There are also important works translated from 
Persian into Turkish from the Aydınoğulları period, an indication ofthe devel- 
opment of Turkish as a written language of high culture. 

South and south-east of Aydin was the beylik of Mentese, based in Caria. 
The founders ofthis beylik had at one time been tributary, at least in principle, 
to the Seljuks, since there are extant coins struck at Milas in 1291 in the name 
of the Sultan Mesud II. Both Ilkhanid and Byzantine campaigns entered the 
region in the last decades ofthe thirteenth century, but there was no long-term 
opposition to the infiltration of nomads from the hinterland and Turks from 
the sea (from Antalya). After 1308, the major naval opponent of the beylik was 
Rhodes, which remained stubbornly independent throughout the fourteenth 
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century. Once again, family rule prevailed in the beylik, and once again, much 
of the wealth came through trade, some of which involved products exported 
from the interior of the peninsula to the Aegean through the beylik's ports. 
The dynasty fostered the translation of works from Persian into Turkish, and 
there are important Menteşeoğulları buildings at the centres of family rule, 
in particular the Haa İlyas mosgue at Milas (1330). This was yet another of 
the beyliks that fell to Bayezid I, was reconstituted by Timur, but failed to 
withstand the Ottomans after their resurgence. 

The beylik of Teke was centred on the southern port of Antalya, and included 
parts of Lycia and Pamphylia. Antalya had been in Seljuk hands since 1207, and 
the hinterland was connected with the important port through a network of 
caravansarys by the middle of the thirteenth century. After Seljuk rule in the 
south-west part ofthe peninsula faded away around 1307, a part ofthe family of 
Hamid, in Pisidia, established itselfas the beylik of Teke; again, members ofthe 
family ruled in different towns. Antalya had been a prosperous trade centre, 
facing Cyprus, and there was, in the middle years of the fourteenth century, 
both warfare and trade between the two. Whereas there is a fair amount of 
Seljuk material remaining in the area, from the Tekeoğulları little survives 
(there is a türbe dated 1377 in Antalya, reminiscent of Seljuk architecture). 

Reviewing the status of the coastal beyliks curving west of the Ottomans 
around the Marmara basin and the Aegean, as far as the lands opposite Cyprus, 
there are a few interesting points that rise above the minutiae oftheir separate 
and in many ways still confusing year-to-year history. First, their attentions 
seem fixed more on the sea than on the hinterland. Second, as sea powers their 
emphasis was on trading and raiding rather than conquest; or, at least, their 
power was insufficient to wrest control of significant islands from the more 
distant European naval powers. Third, a few of them were able to provide 
troops for service in the Balkans, but they were unable to establish and retain 
a constant presence for their enterprises across the sea. They could assist in 
Balkan actions, but they were unable to direct them or to set up a permanent 
base. In the end, during the reign of Murad I, the Ottomans encapsulated 
the Balkan adventurers from the coastal beyliks. Fourth, they appear to have 
benefited substantially from a transit trade linking merchants from the inte- 
rior with European middlemen. This trade appears to have consisted of both 
primary goods, including slaves, and partially finished goods. Finally, although 
most of them issued coins, the output appears to have been far less, and of far 


18 For the türbe, see Gary Leiser, "Teke-oghullari,' EI2, x, pp. 412-13; and Barbara Flemming, 
Landschaftsgeschichte von Pamphylien, Pisidien und Lykien im Spátmitteralter (Wiesbaden, 
1964), p. 90, for Hamid. 
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lower quality, than that of the Seljuks or Ilkhanids, and on the basis of scanty 
evidence it seems that the output of copper was greater than the output of 
silver, which might, iftrue, imply thatthe beylik coinage was destined for small 
transactions, while the extant currencies from the hinterland (and, presumably, 
from Venice and Genoa) served the long-distance trade. Much more will be 
secure once scholars have fully evaluated al-‘Umari’s materials on price levels 
and measures, which must be considered in terms of the Mamluk models he 
had in mind. 

Next we may turn to the larger beyliks in the hinterland: Germiyan, Hamid 
and Karaman. The name of the first of these is the first to appear in the 
sources. By our period, Germiyan was centred on Phrygia, although the ruling 
family had been associated with the Seljuks initially in south-east Anatolia 
and then later in the west.? In the last quarter of the thirteenth century 
they were sometimes nominally loyal to the Seljuks and sometimes acted 
independently; at one time they were subservient to the Ilkhanids, although 
just what that meant in practice is unclear. At the end ofthe thirteenth century, 
from their centre at Kütahya, their influence appears to have reached as far as 
Ankara, at least briefly. Yakub b. Alişir, about whom al-‘Umari wrote, was an 
impressive ruler, some of whose lieutenants founded beyliks along the coast. 
The Ottoman chronicle of Asikpasazade claims that the forces of Germiyan 
threatened the Ottomans' southern flanks during the first few decades of the 
fourteenth century. The economic resources ofthe beylik appear to have been 
well developed: sources discuss the manufacture and marketing of high-quality 
weaving, a trade in horses (the beylik contained both land suitable for intensive 
agriculture and areas ideal for steppe animal husbandry) and trade in such raw 
materials as alum. In the second half of the fourteenth century the beylik no 
longer had free access to seaports, and became dependent upon the Ottomans 
for support against the beylik of Karaman. Bayezid I annexed the beylik in 
1390, and although Timur re-established the family, and in the early fifteenth 
century the Ottomans made no attempt to extinguish it by force, it became 
part of the neighbouring enterprise in 1429. The Germiyanoğulları erected 
a number of mosques and imarets, and established a number of vakifs, and 
they were also patrons of literature and of translations of works from Persian 
into Turkish. In the fifteenth century, at the end of the dynasty, a number 
of poets writing in Turkish worked at the court. The quality of fourteenth- 
century Germiyanid coinage is notably superior to that of many of the other 
beyliks. 


19 See Mustafa Çetin Varlık, Germiyan-Oğulları Tarihi (1300-1429) (Ankara, 1974). 
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The base of the beylik of Hamid was Pisidia, and from the highlands and 
lakes the power ofthis dynasty spread south to the area discussed under Teke. 
Rule was divided between two branches of the family, but the area included 
a major trade route from the Mediterranean up country to the pastures and 
lakes. There is little information about this beylik, although it is clear that at a 
time when the other beyliks were flourishing, that is, when the central Mongol 
powerinlran was waning andbefore the spread of Ottoman claims, the Mongol 
governor Timurtaş ravaged the territories and crippled the government of 
Hamid, as wellasbringingto an endthe lesserbeylik ofthe Eşrefoğulları (whose 
temporary wealth and influence appears reflected in the building programme 
at Beysehir at the turn of the fourteenth century). Hamid is an example of a 
beylik attempting to balance itself between the Mongols on the one hand and 
the expansion of trade from the Antalya coast on the other. 

The beylik of Karaman is the great exception, or perhaps better, it is the 
beylik which in some ways seemed best able to pick up the pieces after the 
Mongols disestablished the Seljuks. Already in 1277, when the family first took 
aim at rule in Konya, their declared policy was to replace Persian with Turkish 
as the court language. However, in many ways the dynasty looked to the past 
and relied on technologies that did not succeed in the long run, foremost of 
which was reliance upon a nomad military arm. 

The Karamanids first came to notice in the area around Ermenek, which 
harbours routes to the south-east and Cilicia as well as over the Taurus and the 
great central plains east and north of Konya. Many ofthe family's supporters 
were pastoralists, although they do not seem to have been the military equal 
of Mongol mounted archers in contests from 1277 on: the Karamanids were 
able to raid and occupy towns but not to defeat the Mongols. It was not until 
the departure of Timurtas in 1327 that the Karamanids were able to effect a 
decisive occupation of Konya, and even then, for the next generation they had 
to counter the threats of the Eretnids, who had originally acted as lieutenants 
ofthe Mongols. By the end ofthe third quarter of the fourteenth century, the 
dynasty controlled most of the Lycaonian plain as well as the lands running 
south beyond Ermenek to the coast. 

The early contacts between the rulers of Karaman and the Ottomans were 
diplomatic, ending in a marriage alliance, which did not prevent warfare from 
breaking out over the legacy of the beylik of Hamid. Bayezid I annexed the 
beylik, and the Ottomans found themselves facing future confrontations with 
the Karamanids' sometime allies, the Mamluks. The final conquest of the 
beylik of Karaman after its reconstitution by Timur goes beyond the bounds 
of this chapter, but it is useful to note that supporters of members of the 
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dynasty were always able to seek refuge in the rough hill country from which 
the pastoralists had first set forth in the thirteenth century. The last eruption 
from Karaman enthusiasts occurred in 1500-1. 

To some extent, the beys of Karaman, once they ruled in confidence from 
Konya, inherited some of the advantages that the Seljuks had enjoyed in the 
1220s and 1230s. They did not control the north coast of the peninsula, but 
they did have access to the Mediterranean, and a network of trade routes 
converged on and diverged from Konya. They shared control over the Taurus 
passes with Armenian lords, and they were able to extract duty from Italian 
merchants at a number of south coast ports. The Lycaonian plain was rich in 
horses and sheep, which allowed the export of animals, raised by tribes known 
as horse drovers (At Ceken), and quality woven goods (textiles from Aksaray). 
The wealth so obtained went in part to continue the traditions of Seljuk art 
and architecture.” 

The sizeable interior beyliks differed from their coastal neighbours in a 
number of ways. Each had much less of a Byzantine legacy and rather more of 
a Seljuk and Mongol imprint. Although Karaman had a long coastline, it did 
not build a fleet ofraiding vessels as did the beyliks facing the Aegean. They had 
a larger pastoral element to their economies and populations. One institution 
that they all shared, however, was urban adherents to the ahi brotherhoods, and 
ifwe understand Ibn Battuta correctly, it was these brotherhoods that provided 
certain social and also economic links that crossed the frontiers between the 
beyliks. Further, the opportunities for a sudden enhancement oftheir position, 
such as a successful raid or alliance with a European power might bring, really 
did not exist: aside from attacking a neighbour, the opportunity to increase 
one's power grew only as the post-Mongol enterprise ofthe Eretnids lessened 
in importance. Karaman was the big winner here. However, none of the 
interior beyliks had the power to withstand the growth of the Ottomans, and 
itis worthwhile considering why this was the case. It may rest in part on the 
conservative nature of the military forces of the beyliks, or on the lack of a 
pragmatic administrative structure (it is typical in the scholarly literature to 
see the beyliks as carrying on the Seljuk traditions), or perhaps on contingent 
events about which we are presently ignorant. 

The Candaroğulları or İsfendiyaroğulları, east and north of the Ottomans, 
form one of two interesting beyliks on the north coast of the peninsula. The 
dynasty established itself in the last decade of the thirteenth century under 


20 The classic survey, representing two traditional approaches, is Ernst Diez, Oktay 
Aslanapa and Mahmud Mesut Koman, Karaman Devri Sanatı (Istanbul, 1950); there 
are numerous later publications of particular monuments and genre examples. 


II5 


RUDI PAUL LINDNER 


murky circumstances involving the Seljuks and Ilkhanids. The dynasty minted 
coins under Ilkhanid suzerainty in the early fourteenth century, and its two 
centres were Kastamonu and the port of Sinop. There are reports of a large 
nomad population in the area at the end of the thirteenth century, and some 
evidence that certain ofthe groups responsible for revolts against the Seljuks in 
1238 had relocated there, but the sources tell us relatively little about nomadic 
activity. Rule was usually divided between the members of the family ruling in 
Kastamonu and Sinop, and the bases of power were probably different in kind, 
since Sinop was a great entrepót. Once again, Bayezid I subdued the beylik and 
Timur saw to its reconstitution; the beylik lasted until 1461. Trade, exports of 
raw materials (copper, iron) from the Pontic mountains and a competent navy 
preserved the beylik for some time. In some ways this beylik is similar to its 
neighbour to the east, the Byzantine “beylik” of Trebizond (Trabzon), which 
enjoyed prosperous agriculture in the valleys of the Pontic alps, had control 
of the coastal end of a major route to Iran and also held out until the reign of 
Mehmed the Conqueror. These two northern polities were influenced by the 
Mongols on the one hand and by the European trading cities on the other; 
the coinage of Kastamonu betrays Mongol influence, while the Trebizondine 
issues bear a relation to the Venetian issues.” 

How different were the beyliks from the Seljuk sultanate of Rum? Most 
obviously, they were smaller and more compact. They had fewer resources 
but at the same time fewer obligations. A number of the beyliks existed on land 
which had not known Muslim rule before, and these faced both a Byzantine 
past anda maritime legacy. While some were founded by former officials famil- 
iar with the scribal traditions of the Seljuks, others grew from Turkish nomad 
tribes. All of them reflected greater or lesser Mongol influence, sometimes 
only in linguistic usage, occasionally in institutional practice, often in military 
orientation, and certainly to some extent in the source of their population, for 
of the Mongol tumans that entered Anatolia in the 1250s, not all returned to 
the east. When the new immigrants settled the coastal cities in the fourteenth 
century, they built up new areas: the new mosques are often outside the older 
Byzantine settlement. In the cities and the courts, Turkish became more and 
more the language of choice, and there was a considerable amount of trans- 
lation, along with new literary production in poetry and prose. Some of the 
beyliks were modest centres of patronage for this literature, and most exper- 
imented with the construction of a Friday mosque, occasionally departing 


21 For the coinage see Celil Ender, Ustiin Erek and Giiltekin Teoman, Candarogullan Beyligi 
(Isfendiyarogullan Beyliği) Paraları Kataloğu (Istanbul, 2003), pp. 33-52. 
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from Seljuk models.” There was probably less trans-peninsular trade, but 
there was more trade from the plateau to the Aegean coast, as well as the 
development of pastoral production (animals, textiles) in the lowlands newly 
settled by Turks. 


'The Ottomans 


Of the beyliks, it was the Ottomans who succeeded, unifying Anatolia over the 
course ofthe fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, and advancing to the Danube. 
Unfortunately, their origins are obscured by the present state of the evidence 
and the relative care taken by their early chroniclers to homogenise the story 
of their rise to power. As scholars have examined the sources in greater depth 
and sought out neglected or new sources, it seems that in some ways they 
are less sure today than was the case a generation ago. What follows is surely 
partly true but not very likely the whole truth.” 

One of the problems facing historians of the earliest Ottoman years is the 
reconciliation ofthe Byzantine sources and the Ottoman chronicles. Although 
some ofthe material in the chronicles may go back earlier than 1422, it is very 
hard to test accounts of events dating back to the early fourteenth century. 
Asikpasazade claims to rely in part on a source whose author lived in Orhan's 
time, but no other exemplar of this source has surfaced, and the material it 
retails looks to contain a certain amount of romance. The Byzantine sources 
are more contemporary, and it is convenient to attempt a reconciliation on 
the grounds that what seemed significant to one author would have found 
agreement from another. But this need not be true, and some ofthe attempts 
at fitting Byzantine and Ottoman accounts together have failed under closer 
scrutiny. So we face the interesting challenge of balancing two accounts that 
are occasionally rather distant from each other. 

A second problem arises from the nature of the early Ottoman chronicles, 
which, itis now clear, contain a fair amount of folk tradition. If this is so, then at 
what point may we begin to take these chronicles seriously?*4 A conservative 
view would place thistime in the middle ofOrhan'sreign. In the reconstruction 


22 See Howard Crane, ‘Notes on Architecture and Patronage in Beylik Anatolia (1300-1450)’, 
in The Turks, vol. II, ed. Hasan Celal Güzel, Kemal Cicek and Salim Koca (Ankara, 2002), 
PP. 737-45. 

23 Iam deeply indebted, in what follows, to the excellent chronological account of Imber, 
Ottoman Empire. 

24 See Colin Imber, “The Legend of Osman Gazi’, in Zachariadou, The Ottoman Emirate, 


PP. 67-75. 
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below, however, a more liberal attitude will reign, tempered by a certain 
humility. 

How should this history be organised? This chapter will follow a tradition 
honoured by time and discuss the events and processes reign by reign. We 
have no means at present of retrieving the personalities of the early Ottoman 
rulers, but at the same time it does not appear that the events were more in 
the hands of administrators or persons whose judgement ran independently 
of the wish of the chief (and, later, sultan). There is some evidence that there 
are some changes in policy due to the character of a new sultan, but it would 
be imprudent to make a wholesale claim in this regard. For the moment, until 
one sees the development of a solid institutional base or countervailing forces 
away from the centre of the enterprise, it seems safe to organise the history 
by the reigns of the heads of the enterprise. 

The forefathers of the Ottomans appear to have entered Anatolia either just 
before, with or immediately after the Mongol incursions of the 1240s and 1250s. 
Ottoman tradition had Osman's father, Ertuğrul, like so many founders of later 
beyliks, arrive in the frontier zone between the weakened Seljuk polity and the 
weakening Byzantine Empire. In particular, the nomads and other followers 
in what may well have been a tribally organised group enjoyed pastures and 
cultivable lands between Eskisehir (Dorylaion) and what is now Bilecik, at 
a place now called Sógüt (probably an ancient settlement, given that spolia 
have been found in the area, but its ancient name is not confirmed). We know 
nothing about the life of Ertugrul, and his existence is independently attested 
only by a coin of his son Osman. 

Ottoman history begins with this Osman, about whom the chronicles weave 
a tantalising web of tales. It should be noted right at the start that because the 
contemporary Byzantine chronicler Pachymeres refers to him as Atman, Colin 
Heywood has reasonably suggested that he had some relation to the Mongols 
north and north-west of the Byzantines, and that Pachymeres had ‘hetman’ in 
mind. Osman’s career is one of conquest, moving to secure his rear against the 
beys of Germiyan, defending himself against Mongols to the south-east, and 
advancing slowly to the west and north-west down the Sakarya (Sangarios) 
river, towards the ‘Bithynian Riviera’. 

The early Ottoman chronicles indicate that Osman began to act indepen- 
dently of the Seljuks around 1299. It is far from clear that Seljuk authority ran 
north-west as far as the frontier of Phrygia and Bithynia, but it does seem clear 
that the Ilkhanid authority came pretty close, at least sporadically. There is 
a silver dirhem at Tübingen minted in the name of the Ilkhan Ghazan, dated 
699, with the mint Sógüd (modern Sógüt). During that year some forty-six 
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mints struck silver dirhems in Anatolia, a record, as mentioned previously. It is 
possible that there is a relationship between this annus mirabilis and the revolt 
of the Ilkhanid governor Sülemis, but in any case the implication is that in 
699 whoever held authority at Sógüt was beholden to the Ilkhan. And there is 
later evidence from an accounting treatise that in Orhan's time the Mongols 
expected his tribute. So it would not be outlandish to expect to find Osman 
within the Ilkhanid orbit at the beginning of his public career. 

Our first indisputable evidence comes from the Byzantine chronicler 
Pachymeres, who tells the story of a battle at Bapheus, quite near Nico- 
media (İzmit), in July 1302, in which Osman and a force of nomad archers 
defeated a Byzantine force accompanied by Alan auxiliaries. It is possible that 
bad weather upstream and a rare flood ofthe Sakarya (Sangarios) downstream 
made it attractive to Osman and other Turkish beys to seek to recoup damage 
to their herds in the lowlands. At this time Osman was no more powerful than 
a number of other minor beys south and east of the Sakarya basin. 

However, over the course of the succeeding decade Osman took control of 
lands west ofthe Sakarya and well into the Bursa plain. He was unable to seize 
any of the cities, but he extended his influence over the small communities 
without much opposition from Constantinople. At the time of his death, 
probably in 1324, he had yet to obtain control ofa city, although he was master 
of much of the lowland areas outside of İznik (Nicaea) and Bursa (Prusa). It 
should be noted that in the 1290s there was little reason for the Byzantines to 
take much notice of him, and membership in the bands of the nomad chiefs 
was still fluid, depending on their successes. A good deal of Osman's success in 
the Bithynian lowlands derives from the fact that the Byzantines had relaxed 
their defences and had a very small army available for service in Anatolia. As 
for Osman's own success, there is some evidence from vakif documents and 
registers. These make it clear that many of his foundations were located in 
the southern, less economically productive area of his domains: in fact, the 
resources available to him, if the foundations are any measure, were limited 
and by no means the equal of his neighbouring beys.” 

What was the economic adaptation of the Ottomans in Osman's time? It 
looks as if the military force available to Osman was nomadic, that is, it was 
a body of mounted archers. There is no evidence of the availability of siege 
engines for İznik or Bursa. Nor is there much evidence of the need for an 
independent coinage, although the same could be said of the beyliks to the 


25 Seethe very suggestive study by Iréne Beldiceanu-Steinherr, 'La conquéte de la Bithynie 
maritime, étape décisive dans la fondation de l'état ottoman,' in Byzanz als Raum, ed. 
Klaus Belke, Fridrich Bild, Johannes Koder and Peter Soustal (Vienna, 2000), pp. 21-35. 
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south and north-east. Aşıkpaşazade writes of Osman's having fostered the 
growth of a town, Yenisehir, in the plain not far from Bursa, but this site is 
also an ancient foundation, and it is not clear that the occupation means the 
wholesale adoption of sedentary ways. It looks as though Osman was a nomad 
chief making his fortune, after the early 1300s, in an area of agrarian wealth. 
The early Ottoman advance, and this was true for many years, seems to have 
been based upon the discovery that the rewards of expansion substantially 
exceeded the costs incurred. Osman was master of the countryside but had 
yet to adopt urban ways. 

What was the religious orientation ofthe earliest Ottoman beylik? Although 
the early Ottoman chronicles occasionally retail stories that have the bouquet 
of heterodoxy about them, the purpose of these folktales is at least in part 
to connect the Ottomans with a particular location rather than to suggest a 
dubious orthodoxy. Many of the settled subjects of Osman were Christians; 
many of his nomads were Muslims whose self-definition in religious terms 
probably varied from those definitions of urban Muslims in the hinterland; 
and as for the ruling family itself, the creation of vakifs close to Sógüt implies 
that orthodox Sunni scholars were available, as well as Sufis and, perhaps, 
wandering specialists in comparative religion.” 

There is nothing to be identified with certainty as Ottoman art at this early 
stage. Architectural remains in many ofthe other beyliks survive from atleast a 
generation before the first Ottoman building that we may still study, a mosque 
in İznik founded in 1333. 

In terms of administration, there is also little to be said. A surviving vakıf 
document, drawn up for Orhan in 1324 and concerning the foundation of 
a hospice for dervishes in Mekece, in the lower Sakarya basin, indicates that 
there were scholars available and able to compose documents in Persian.” The 
earliest inscriptions indicate the presence of scholars competent in Arabic, and 
when Ibn Battuta passed through the area in 1331 he refered to a few scholars 
who had come to the area from the south and east. There is little more to help 
us out before the time of Orhan. 

The sources for the career of Osman's son Orhan (r. c.1324-62) are somewhat 
better. As noted before, there are gaps in the chronicle of Aşıkpaşazade, but 
the Byzantine sources provide fuller information about this more threatening 
neighbour, and European sources begin to notice the Ottoman beylik. It is also 
possible to discern a number of processes that begin during Orhan's lengthy 


26 I owe this expression to Professor Jacob Lassner. 
27 A good statement of the significance of such foundations appears in Caroline Finkel, 
Osman's Dream (New York, 2006), p. 9. 
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reign. First, an administration takes root, for which we have the physical 
evidence of an independent coinage, with a sophisticated design. Second, 
the military arm of the beylik turns to sedentary modes of warfare, with an 
infantry wing. Third, there is a military advance into the Balkans. Fourth, 
religious institutions and a corresponding architectural tradition take firm 
root. Fifth, there is evidence of a symbiosis between Christian and Muslim. 
Finally, there is an economic expansion corresponding to the military advance, 
and this follows upon the conquest of the major Bithynian cities during the 
first dozen years or so of Orhan's rule. Not all, or even most, of these processes 
were planned in advance, but they reflect a shrewd opportunistic character 
shared by many persons of influence. 

When Orhan came to power Bursa had already been paying tribute to the 
Ottomans for at least fifteen years, and the city languished under blockade. In 
April 1326 Bursa surrendered; within a year Orhan had established a mint and 
struck dirhems there. A year later, an earthquake made possible the seizure of 
Ulubad. By 1229, pastoralists were grazing their flocks on the hills above the 
coastal communities on the northern coast of the Gulf of izmit. 

The Byzantine emperor, Andronikos III, decided to do what he could to 
prevent the encirclement of İzmit. In June 1329, he led an army along the 
coast road in the hope of beating the Ottomans to the high ground. When the 
soldiers arrived at Pelekanon, south-west of Gebze, they found the Ottoman 
cavalry awaiting them on the high ground. For much ofthe day the Ottomans 
attempted, in the fashion of steppe warfare, to ride down and wear out the 
Byzantines with their storms of arrows, but this failed. It was only after the 
chance wounding ofthe emperor, which led to a frenzied retreat of the soldiers 
to the coastal keeps, that the Ottomans were able to win the day. The story 
of this battle, which appears in extenso in the chronicle of Kantakouzenos, 
is more of a Byzantine defeat than of an Ottoman victory. It tells us that, 
even commanding the high ground, the Ottomans were unable to dislodge 
the Byzantine line of defence: which means that the Ottomans did not have 
enough nomads. Given that the Bithynian lowlands were used for cultivation 
rather than pasture, and that the pastures east of and above the Sakarya basin 
were not yet in Ottoman hands, the lack of sufficient nomadic strength is 
understandable. And so is the consequent Ottoman development ofan infantry 
wing: the new circumstances of city and country life, begun by Osman and 
continued by Orhan, led in due course to a sedentarisation of Ottoman military 
thought and practice. 

On the Byzantine side, the 1320 campaign of Andronikos was his last attempt 
to dislodge the Ottomans from Bithynia. In due course the remaining cities 
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capitulated. In 1331 İznik became an Ottoman possession. When Ibn Battuta 
arrived a few months later, he noted the dilapidated condition ofthe city, which 
must have proved an instructive contrast to Bursa, which he found prosperous 
and attractive. By 1337, despite Byzantine tribute paid to protect it, İzmit was 
in Ottoman hands. 

Some time after this, the Ottomans annexed the beylik of Karası, but the 
story is obscure. It is possible that family disputes hastened the fall ofthe inde- 
pendent polity, which may be dated as late as 1346. There are also indications 
that some of the leading figures in the beylik were in favour of adopting an 
Ottoman overlord, perhaps in orderto increase their opportunities in Thrace.” 
Beyond this, at some point Orhan turned his attention to the east, for in the 
1336s Ibn Battuta found Góynük and neighbouring towns under Ottoman con- 
trol, with Ankara added perhaps twenty years later. This expansion, the details 
of which are presently denied us, reflects the collapse of Mongol authority in 
Galatia in the last years of the Ilkhanid Abu Sa'id as well as the inability of the 
Germiyanids, who had once threatened Eskisehir, to control the lands east of 
Phrygia. 

The Ottoman entry into Balkan history began during Orhan's reign. In a 
history of Turkey it is unclear just how much emphasis should be placed on 
the internal history of the Balkans, but the topic cannot be ignored, since so 
much that transpired in Anatolia had close connections with developments 
across the straits. So perhaps itis best to rest upon the convention ofthe older 
diplomatic histories and recount part of the story of "Turkey in Europe’. 

In retrospect, it is difficult to understand why a Byzantine leader would call 
upon a Turkish leader for troops to assist in Balkan campaigns. Although the 
Byzantines had paid tribute to Orhan in the 1330s in order to protect the north- 
ern coast of the Gulf of İzmit and the city of İzmit itself, the Ottomans seized 
the city in 1337. It is tempting to jump to the conclusion that the internecine 
quarrels over the Byzantine throne seemed more important than the preserva- 
tion of Byzantine control in the countryside, and that the dynastic contenders 
were short sighted. Perhaps, instead, the willingness to enlist Turkish auxil- 
iaries represents only a continuation of a practice that went back centuries 
in Byzantine annals, and that those who brought them in felt that their util- 
ity more than made up for the possibility that they would remain, unite and 
appropriate the land. It may be offered that some of the Turkish formations 
were tribal and fluid, willing to change allegiance when a chief faltered, and 


28 Cf. Zachariadou, ‘Karasi’, a valiant attempt to solve the thorny problems arising from 
the sources that mention this beylik. 
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that possibility may have assumed primacy of place in the rulers' strategic 
planning. 

In 1329, at Pelekanon, John Kantakouzenos fought against Orhan and his 
army. In 1346 the two became allies and in-laws. For the previous five years 
Kantakouzenos had been disputing, from Thrace, the party ofthe young John 
V Palaeologos in Constantinople. Both sides sought troops from Orhan, and 
Kantakouzenos won; in 1346 Orhan married a daughter of Kantakouzenos, 
who was able to enter the capital a year later. On three further occasions 
Kantakouzenos called for Ottoman assistance, and Orhan responded. During 
these campaigns, in which a certain amount of freebooting accompanied the 
planned evolutions, Orhan's forces learned about the landscape, the resources 
and the capacities of the opposing forces. We should bear in mind that there 
had already been forces from the other beyliks campaigning in the Balkans, 
especially from Umur Bey of Aydin. Some of these forces later came under 
Ottoman control, and their earlier independence is not clear from the Ottoman 
chronicles alone. 

At this point nature intervened. In March 1354, an earthquake levelled some 
of the walls of Gallipoli (Gelibolu) and other neighbouring communities. 
Orhan’s son Siileyman Pasa, who had earlier occupied for a time a fortifi- 
cation in Thrace, returned from Anatolia, occupied Gallipoli and fortified it as 
well as other positions.” Gallipoli proved a strategic locus, from which raiders 
were able to harass, and occupy, Thracian lands. Siileyman Pasa died in 1357, 
but not before entering Ottoman annals as a figure of heroic proportions.*° 

The record of the Ottoman advance in Thrace is obscure, and it appears to 
have hada caesura for a few years after 1357 when one of Orhan’s sons, Halil, was 
captured and imprisoned in Phocaea (Foca). The Byzantines ultimately ran- 
somed him and, after arranging another marriage alliance, this time between 
Halil and the emperor’s daughter, returned him in the hope of buying peace. 
This did not last, although there seems little evidence of Orhan’s intervention 
in Europe during Halil’s captivity. By Orhan’s death in 1362, however, the city 
of Didymoteichon (Dimetoka) in Thrace had recently fallen to Turkish forces. 

During the latter part of Orhan’s reign, he became at least a temporary 
ally of Genoa against Venice (1352). This event suggests that, along with Aydin 


29 On the earlier occupation, see Nicolas Oikonomides, ‘From Soldiers of Fortune to Gazi 
Warriors: the Tzympe Affair’, in Studies in Ottoman History in Honour of Professor V. L. 
Ménage, ed. Colin J. Heywood and Colin Imber (Istanbul, 1994), pp. 239-48. 

30 Although he is famous for his remembered exploits in Thrace, he also soldiered in 
Paphlagonia and Galatia, where he occupied Gerede and Ankara. One should also note 
the large number of buildings associated with him in Ekrem Hakkı Ayverdi, Osmanlı 
Mi‘marisinin Ilk Devri 630-805 (1230-1402) (Istanbul, 1966). 
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and Mentese, the Ottoman beylik had assumed a larger role and was not only 
a menace to Constantinople but also a Mediterranean presence, despite its 
lack of a fearsome navy (although by this time the Ottomans had inherited 
the navy of Karası). And if we look at the architecture of Orhan's era and the 
records of pious foundations, we see a development in the direction of greater 
sophistication and greater resources (away from the plateau and more firmly 
planted in the rich Bithynian lowlands). If Orhan had begun his independent 
career as a nomad chief, he ended it as a sedentary statesman, on an equal 
footing with the Byzantine leaders and a potential ally with whom to reckon 
carefully. 

The year 1354 is not only the date of a definitive Ottoman advance into 
Thrace but also the year in which the theologian Gregory Palamas found 
himself in Ottoman captivity for some weeks. Palamas's account is a precious 
record of a cosmopolitan moment in at least one part of Asia Minor. We 
learn of serious interfaith discussions (in which Palamas was a master, as his 
teachings on Byzantine theology demonstrate), of Graecophone employees 
enjoying Orhan's confidence, and perhaps ofthe process of symbiosis en route 
to full conversion.” 

The economic basis of Orhan's beylik was broader and probably wealthier 
than had been the case in Osman's time. The coinage that we can attribute 
to Osman seems occasional and is certainly rare. Orhan's coinage has at least 
three types, one of which seems to hark back to a well-attested and frequently 
found Rum Seljuk issue; and while infrequent, his issues may be found in most 
major collections. 

There is also a fair amount of construction in Orhan's time, including 
not only mosques but also medreses: that is, Orhan's religious advisers were 
establishing means of replicating themselves without the need of importing 
talent. When İznik fell to the Ottomans, mosques and medreses (the Hacı 
Özbek mosgue and the first Ottoman medrese of 1331, the same year in which 
Ibn Battuta compared the newly conquered city unfavourably with Bursa) 
soon joined the older Byzantine structures. In Bursa, the Orhan Bey mosque 
(1339) shows features of Byzantine construction, so that the edifice has a style 
that may be termed, in the usage of Clive Foss, 'Byzlamic'. 

At this point it is useful to address an issue that has troubled specialists for 
quite some time, the origins ofthe janissary corps and the introduction of the 
devşirme, the enslavement of Christian children, who were trained for careers 


31 Anna Philippides-Braat, ‘La captivité de Palamas chez les Turcs, dossier et commentaire,’ 
Travaux et Mémoires 7 (1979), 109—221. 
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in either the military or government. The origins of these institutions are 
also enmeshed in the guestion of the origins and development of an Ottoman 
infantry corps. Did these originate during the reign of Orhan or Murad I? 
Recent research indicates that existing chronicle accounts ofthe origins ofthe 
infantry corps are based upon questionable grounds, which makes it more 
difficult to place the janissaries and devşirme before the reign of Murad. If, as 
now seems likely, we place these latter in Murad's reign, it is still difficult to 
establish a precise date for the introduction of either. They were certainly in 
existence by the heyday of Bayezid I, but further research in the archives will 
be needed to narrow the list of possibilities to particular years in the 1370s and 
1380s, as well as resolving the order of their creation.” 

In general, our sources for the reign of Murad I (1362-89) improve as the 
Ottomans attracted more attention from their neighbours in the Balkans, 
but from the perspective of the Ottoman materials, the chronicles continue 
to obfuscate when it suits their patrons and victorious perspective. And of 
course, the European materials are centred on the Balkans, so our knowledge 
of Anatolian affairs suffers (and thus our treatment of them is shorter). Again, 
we are at the beginning ofour appreciation ofthe materials available in Turkish 
archives bearing on this period. For example, we will have cause later to discuss 
the thorny matter of succession to rule, a topic of concern to all historians 
of Muslim communities, especially when laying out the bare bones of the 
aftermath of the battle of Ankara in 1402. However, there is evidence that even 
earlier the passage from ruler to ruler in the Ottoman domains was not as 
comfortable as the chronicles suggest, and this is also true of the passage to 
Murad I, although we have no precise information on the relationships of the 
offspring of Orhan.” 

By the time Murad cemented his hold on Ottoman rule, the Mongol 
imperium in central and eastern Anatolia was on the wane. Ankara may have 
become Eretnid at some point after 1354, but the city was in Ottoman hands 
by the time Murad died. None of the beyliks, save perhaps Karaman, had the 
military resources to withstand Ottoman pressure, and the expansion of the 
Ottomans to the south-east reflects this balance of power. The more popu- 
lous, more agriculturally diverse and trading beyliks of the south-west coast 


32 See the remarkable short study by Colin Imber, "The Origin of the Janissaries’, Journal of 
Turkish Studies 26 (2002), 15-19. See also the very suggestive study by Vassilis Demetriades, 
‘Some Thoughts on the Origins of the Devsirme’, in Zachariadou, The Ottoman Emirate, 
pp. 23-31. 

33 Seein general Joseph Fletcher, "Turco-Mongolian Monarchic Tradition in the Ottoman 
Empire’, Harvard Ukrainian Studies 3-4 (1979-80), 236—51. 
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remained independent for another generation. However, an upland arrow- 
head of territory, pointed towards Ankara and with sides extending on the 
west as far as Simav and in the south as far as the coastline between Antalya 
and Manavgat, became Ottoman during this period. It contained a number of 
small towns, pasture areas (in the neighbourhood of Sivrihisar), the plateau 
lakes between Aksehir and Beysehir, and the old caravan route south from the 
plateau to the coast. 

The beyliks in contention were Germiyan, Hamid, a small part of Karaman 
and Teke. The northern section of Germiyan, including its capital Kütahya, are 
said to have come via a marriage alliance, and Hamid by purchase, accounts 
which the reader may accept with a healthy dose of scepticism. These events 
may have taken place in the second half of the 1370s; by the mid-1380s, the bey 
of Karaman raided recently acquired Ottoman lands, which brought Murad 
back from the Balkans and ended with the acquisition of Beysehir; and Teke, 
including Antalya, he annexed immediately afterwards. 

There is one aspect of these last Anatolian campaigns that reveals a change 
in the balance of power. In the first half of the fourteenth century, Byzantines 
and Balkan lords made use of mercenaries from the Anatolian beyliks. By 
the end of the 1380s, it was the Ottomans who could call upon their Balkan, 
Christian dependants to provide them with manpower for their expeditions 
in Asia Minor. This reservoir of soldiery was further proof that no Anatolian 
power could withstand the full force of Ottoman power. It also revealed that 
the Ottomans, on the other hand, might not be able to handle, at the same 
time, warfare on both the eastern and western land frontiers oftheir expanding 
enterprise. 

In the Balkans, by the end of his life Murad ruled over an area probably 
no less in extent and economic capacity than the area he controlled in Ana- 
tolia. It is important to realise that not all of these conquests in Europe were 
closely directed by the sultan (and the coinage of Murad begins to refer to the 
ruler as sultan). A number of marcher lords, some of whom may have begun 
their careers as independent freebooters, spread Turkish power and enjoyed a 
certain independence when, for a few years after 1366, the Byzantines briefly 
enjoyed control of Gelibolu. They were most likely responsible for the seizure 
of Edirne (Adrianople) in 1369, and it may be one of them to whom we owe 
the introduction of what we know as the devsirme.4 They played a major 
role in organising raids and establishing vantage points for further advance. 


34 E. A. Zachariadou, "The Conquest of Adrianople by the Turks', Studi Veneziani 12 (1970), 
211-18; Demetriades, ‘Some Thoughts’. 
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Some of them also are responsible for a number of building programmes as 
well.> Ultimately, a lord appearing to possess designs of independence was 
executed (Hacı İlbeği); others became Ottoman servants and were able to cre- 
ate substantial estates as they moved along with the conguest (Evrenos went 
from Edirne to Komotini to Serres and finally to Yenice on the Vardar). 

During the early years of Murad's reign, including the period when the 
crusade of Amadeo of Savoy had placed Gelibolu back in Byzantine hands, 
Turkish forces moved west and north, reaching as far as Filibe (Philippopolis, 
modern Plovdiv) along the Maritsa (Meriç). After the battle of the Maritsa 
near Cirmen (1371) the Turks were able to consolidate their power radiating 
west and north of Edirne. During the early 1370s, Murad was able to cross 
the Rhodope mountains and advance to the Struma. Finally, by the end ofthe 
1380s, one prong of Ottoman power had reached Monastir and Ohrid to the 
west, while another had reached Nis (Niš), and the campaign of1389, advancing 
in between these two, had reached Kosovo. These conquests were far more 
rapid than the Ottoman advance to the south and east in Anatolia, and the 
speed of the advance may explain the survival of many Balkan institutions.?Ó It 
is useful to speculate that these Ottoman advances may have been due in part 
to the willingness of one or another participant in Balkan rivalries to support 
the Turks." 

There remains some confusion over the chronology and order of the 
Ottoman advance into the Balkans during Murad's career After the fall 
of Edirne, an alliance of Serb rulers led to battle near the Maritsa in 1371. The 
Turks were victorious, and Edirne became a base for advances to the north and 
west. No later than 1376 Murad, thanks to successful interference in Byzantine 
affairs, was back in full control of Gelibolu. By 1380, he controlled the area of 
Bulgaria south of the Balkan mountains directly; the area to the north, as far 
as the Danube, may have owed the Ottomans service thanks to a marriage 
alliance. A campaign in 1388 established a clear subservience of the Bulgarian 


polity. 


35 Fora projection oftheir power back into Ottoman antiquity, see Theodore Spandounes, 
On the Origin ofthe Ottoman Emperors, trans. Donald M. Nicol (Cambridge, 1997), p. 15. 

36 For a broader perspective linking the importance of trade routes in both peninsulas, 
see E. A. Zachariadou, ‘From Avlona to Antalya: Reviewing the Ottoman Military 
Operations of the 1380s’, in The Via Egnatia under Ottoman Rule (1380-1699), ed. E. A. 
Zachariadou (Rethymnon, 1996), pp. 227-32. 

37 I owe this thought to the article ‘Murad I’ in EI, vu, pp. 392-4, by J. H. Kramers. 

38 Here I follow, with gratitude, Imber's Ottoman Empire, pp. 28-36. Further details on the 
later chronology are in Stephen W. Reinert, ‘From Niš to Kosovo Polje, Reflections on 
Murad Us Final Years”, in Zachariadou, The Ottoman Emirate, pp. 169-211. 
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The reader will note that there is some lack of clarity concerning the pre- 
cise time when the Ottomans were again able to cross to Europe via Gelibolu. 
Thus, it is difficult to argue that an early advance was 'Ottoman' as opposed 
to “Turkish” or due to the initiative of a marcher lord on a loose tether. We 
understand that at this time Murad had a governor appointed over his Euro- 
pean domains, Lala Sahin, who also appears in the chronicle record, as well as 
a vezir, Candarh Halil. However, the lord Evrenos moved across Thrace in the 
late 1360s. Turkish threats against Thessalonike (Selanik), beginning already in 
1372, led to renewed European diplomacy; the advance also may have fuelled 
rivalries at the Byzantine court, where a civil war broke out, lasting for most 
of the decade. At its conclusion, the Byzantines found themselves forced to 
provide service to the Ottomans. Byzantium was now another beylik. 

To the west and south, raids continued into the 1380s, taking advantage of 
discord within the Byzantine ruling family and the rivalries of Balkan princes. It 
is sometimes difficult to distinguish between a series ofraids and a campaign of 
conquest, and itis also difficult to distinguish between military exploits planned 
and directed from the sultan’s court at Edirne and the opportunistic adventures 
of the men in the field. By 1386, Albania had become a target of opportunity, 
parts of Macedonia had come under Ottoman suzerainty and, closer to home, 
Sofia had become Ottoman. In 1387 Thessalonike fell to an Ottoman siege, 
despite a years’-long defence. By 1388 the commercial entrepóts of Genoa 
and Venice had established rights in the growing Ottoman territories. The 
marcher lord Evrenos had, after raiding to the west, turned south on behalf 
of a Byzantine lord and brought his troops against Latin possessions. 

By this time, Turkish raids and Ottoman occupation of cities stretching 
west and north-west had come close to flanking the lands ofthe Serbian rulers 
on their east and south. In 1387 the forces of Prince Lazar defeated an Ottoman 
army. Just how and why this occurred is not clear; a year after a campaign in 
Anatolia against Karaman, it is possible that the Ottoman forces were not at 
their best. But the same happened in 1388, when Turkish forces fought against 
the Bosnian king. 

Allthis was preludeto the 1389 campaignin which Murad's and Lazar's forces 
met at Kosovo, with both rulers losing their lives after a prolonged and bloody 
battle, of which the memory, real and imagined, has resonated down through 
the centuries in Balkan emotions. The key point to bear in mind here is that, 
whereas the sacrifices of the Serb and Albanian forces may have stemmed the 
Turkish tide momentarily, the resources of the Ottomans, their organisation, 
their ability to project ‘official’ and ‘unofficial’ forces in more than one theatre 
at a time, all kept the balance of power firmly in Ottoman hands. 
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In this overview of Murad's generation, the military account has, as usual, 
taken pride of place, in large part because the literary sources emphasise such 
deeds. And there were important military developments, of course: the janis- 
sary corps, the adoption and spread of techniques of siege warfare, used time 
and again on Balkan campaigns, and the establishment of a system of revenue 
allotments, timars, to fund an army of mounted warriors more reliable than 
nomads (and the existence of these revenue allotments implies the establish- 
ment of registers of revenue sources). There is, thus, little doubt that during his 
reign an Ottoman administrative style began to develop, with less reliance upon 
Seljuk tradition, Mongol practice, Byzantine influence or nomadic custom. In 
terms of artistic patronage, Anatolia is still the centre, at least in terms of sur- 
viving, larger structures, such as the mosques Murad established in Bursa (e.g. 
Hüdavendigar Camii, 1385). In religious developments, by the end of Murad's 
reign the medreses that first appear in Orhan's years have provided nearly two 
generations’ worth of graduates, and the number of religious scholars who 
appear to have been émigrés seems smaller. The Ottomans, in 1389, were a 
power on two continents, against whom no immediate neighbour could stand 
with equal forces or resources. Murad assumed the leadership of a beylik; he 
left behind an imperial enterprise. 

Murad's successor, Bayezid I (1389—1402), became sultan on the battlefield of 
Kosovo. He is known as Yıldırım, ‘the thunderbolt’, thanks to a reputation for 
quick resolve. He removed himself and his forces from the field immediately 
in order to respond to attempts at greater independence from the beys of 
Germiyan, Karaman and the post-Mongol ruler of eastern Anatolia, Kadi 
Burhaneddin of Sivas. He took along with him Serb and Byzantine auxiliaries, 
while some ofhis forces remained behind and seized Skoplje (Üsküp) in 1391. It 
would be interesting to know how the leaders ofthe Anatolian beyliks kept in 
touch with Ottoman progress in the Balkans and how their strategies reflected 
such knowledge. 

We do not know the strategic thought behind Bayezid's campaign in west- 
ern Anatolia, but it is possible to see it in part as an attempt to gain full 
control of outlets to the Aegean (and a larger navy) as well as a project to pro- 
tect his right flank. His forces seized the last Byzantine outpost in the penin- 
sula, Philadelphia (Alasehir), and then the coastal principalities, and brought 
Germiyan completely to heel. Fighting against the Karamanids on the plateau 


39 For the interesting example of Philadelphia/Alasehir see Peter Schreiner, “Zur 
Geschichte Philadelpheias im 14. Jahrhundert (1293-1390), Orientalia Christiana Periodica 
35 (1969), 375-431; and Philadelphie et autres études (Paris, 1984). The sole coastal outpost 
to remain outside Bayezid's grasp was İzmir, in the hands of the crusader knights of 
Rhodes. 
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while repelling raids from Kadı Burhaneddin and his allies in the north proved 
difficult. Bayezid was unable to bring his siege of Konya to a successful con- 
clusion, and in the north he was unable to move beyond Amasya. 

Bayezid had little to fear from Byzantium as a military force, but diplomatic 
overtures to European powers, and especially Venice, led him to begin, in 
1394, the first blockade of Constantinople; ultimately, after 1396, the Muslims 
resident in the city had their own judge, thanks to his pressure. The efforts 
of his marcher lords in the Balkans brought some success, and in early 1394 
Bayezid gathered his subordinate Balkan Christian lords together at Serres, 
where he sought to bring them under closer Ottoman domination. Some of 
them turned to Venice, and this led Ottoman forces south, into Greece as far 
as the Morea. In 1395 Bayezid campaigned in Hungary and parts of Romania, 
returning via Bulgaria. 

In 1396 a force of European and east European knights set forth on crusade 
against Bayezid. They met his army at Nikopolis and were crushed.* This was 
a battle between two different conceptions of warfare: a European tradition 
featuringthe mounted charger, and an infantry army closely dugin and difficult 
to dislodge by techniques of the feudal era. The ransom of captives brought 
the kingdom of France and the Ottomans into diplomatic contact for the first 
time.^ 

The failure of European assistance in 1396 strengthened Bayezid's hand vis-â- 
vis his enemies, who could not count on diversions from the west in their aid. In 
the following year Bayezid was finally able to seize Konya and the Karamanid 
domains, and in 1398 the lands of Kadı Burhaneddin. This in turn brought 
a riposte from Timur, who claimed to speak on behalf of the leaders of the 
former beyliks; Bayezid, on his part, opposed the Inner Asian leader's claims to 
leadership. Timur had at his disposal not only the older argument for Mongol 
world domination; he could also claim to protect the Muslim beyliks against 
Bayezid's aggressive demands. The battle between their armies at Ankara in 
1402 was very different from that at Nikopolis, and in a sense it harked back to 
the old argument over Mongol numbers versus Mamluk training. Bayezid had 
at his disposal a core army of janissaries, but they were unequal in numbers to 
the task. The result, however, was momentarily devastating to the Ottoman 
cause, as Bayezid's forces could not surmount Timur's army, and the sultan 


40 The older account of Aziz S. Atiya, The Crusade of Nicopolis (London, 1934), may be 
supplemented by David Nicolle, Nicopolis 1396 (Oxford, 1999). 

41 As noted by Nicolas Vatin in Robert Mantran (ed.), Histoire de l'empire ottoman (Paris, 
1989), p. 52. 
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was taken captive. The Ottoman enterprise in Anatolia, as established (but not 
firmly) over the previous decade by Bayezid, foundered.” 

This is not to say that the story of Bayezid is the story of hubris finding 
its true reward, of a Turkish Croesus discovering that if he crossed the line, 
the great empire that fell would be his. Perhaps too much attention is paid 
to the military aspect of his reign. The largest architectural monument of his 
reign is the complex now called Anadolu Hisari, built where the Bosphorus 
narrows and designed to assist in the siege of Constantinople; however, his 
builders also constructed a complex in Bursa, and most of the construction 
attributed to his reign is in Anatolia, with a number of buildings in the Balkans 
associated with the marcher lords. We also learn that Bayezid, perhaps as part 
ofhis rivalry with Timur, sought the title 'Sultan of Rum'. There is also a slight 
hint that in the aftermath of Nikopolis at least one text recounting the deeds 
of the Ottoman dynasty was in the process of composition, a witness to the 
beginning of a historical self-consciousness that came to fruition a generation 
later. Bayezid reigned for too short a time, and too short a time in one place, 
for us to gather a clear idea of the artistic patronage he displayed. 

The following twenty years are amongst the most confused in the history of 
the establishment of Ottoman power. There are not only the usual questions 
concerning evaluation ofsources and the concordance ofdiscordant traditions. 
There is also the problem ofunderstanding the motivations behind the actions 
ofthe major political players. It seems fair at this remove to offer the judgement 
that the actions of Bayezid's sons rested upon rapid calculations, short-sighted 
motives and a lack ofevidence sufficient to justify rational choices (it is of course 
not at all clear that a ‘rational choice’ model comes anywhere near close to 
representing the course of events). The historian is left with the consuming 
desire to bring order out of chaos, and the preceding pages have reflected a 
decision to outline rather than to provide full detail, but in the treatment of 
this era it may be fairer to provide the reader with a sense of the significance 
of the contingent in the reconstruction ofthe polity Bayezid had expanded so 
rapidly. One key to forcing an understanding, however blunt, of the situation 
is to note that once a leader had won a temporarily superior position, he did 
not rest; rather than recoup their strengths and let the gelatin of their good 
fortune harden, they often pressed on, to their ultimate disadvantage. 

It is also important to bear in mind that, during this period, the institutional 
structure of the enterprises continued, if suffering from fits and starts. In 


42 See the reprint, with additions, of Marie-Mathilde Alexandru-Dersca, La campagne de 
Timur en Anatolie (London, 1982). 
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Anatolia, of course, the campaign of Timur and his raiding after the battle of 
Ankara on top of which we must place his dismemberment ofthe acquisitions 
of Bayezid and the reconstitution of the beyliks — brought the establishment 
ofa unified administrative practice to a two-decades-long halt. However, the 
Ottoman practices remained in recollection, and the later Ottoman rule did 
not have to be installed de novo. 

Bayezid left behind four sons: Süleyman, Mehmed, Isa and Musa. Süleyman 
managed to outrun the Timurid troops and cross, with Genoese assistance, 
to the Balkans. Before departing the peninsula, Timur confirmed Süleyman 
as ruler of the Balkan Ottoman territories, İsa at Bursa and Mehmed in the 
east, master of Amasya and Tokat. Musa he kept with him for a time. He 
also confirmed those fugitive beys who had submitted to him in their former 
beyliks, with Karaman the biggest winner in terms of recovered territory. 

In order to preserve his position in the Balkans, Süleyman treated with his 
Christian neighbours and an accord resulted in 1403 at Gelibolu. The naval 
powers received exemptions from various exactions, the Genoese received 
concessions, and the Byzantines recovered Thessalonike and considerable 
freedom of action, and were able to expel the Turkish fifth column from 
Constantinople. For the moment, it appeared that Süleyman was the leading 
heir of Bayezid's legacy, and in fact the earliest version ofa text containing an 
Ottoman chronicle, the İskendername of Ahmedi, is dedicated to him. 

isa had been established at Bursa, although without many resources: 
Süleyman had taken the remains ofthe treasury with him en route to Europe. 
Defeated by his brother Mehmed, İsa took refuge at Constantinople and ulti- 
mately joined an alliance of beys against Mehmed. Mehmed, however, man- 
aged to defeat this new group of enemies, most of whom were from the coastal 
beyliks, and Isa fell from view in the aftermath. He had found himself unable 
to gather support around him and had to go along with the coalition of the 
moment. 

It appeared now that Mehmed had succeeded in re-establishing Ottoman 
power in north-east and western Anatolia. However, now that Isa was no 
longer in the picture, Süleyman decided to test his strength in Anatolia. He 
crossed the straits and appeared to gain strength, especially with those who 
feared the growth of Mehmed’s power and preferred a ruler whose interests 
lay in another continent. Mehmed retreated east, but he had a card still to play. 

We last saw Musa as Timur’s prisoner. After Bayezid died in 1402, Musa was 
permitted to return to Bursa, which placed him within Mehmed’s orbit. In 


43 Among Timur’s feats of horror was to drive the Hospitallers of Rhodes from Izmir. 
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1409, Mehmed sent him to Wallachia, where he gathered an army of Christian 
opponents to Süleyman and took to the field. Süleyman, desperate to protect 
his home base, returned to Europe and allied himself with the Byzantine 
emperor, Manuel II, a sign ofthe Ottoman's weakness. In 1411 Musa managed 
to surprise Süleyman and have him killed. Now Musa, formerly at the will of 
the wind, found himself the inheritor of a potentially superior position. 

At this point, Musa's former allies of convenience found good reason to 
reassess their sworn loyalties. He besieged Thessalonike and the suburbs of 
Constantinople. Unsuccessful, he found some of his own followers seeking a 
more promising arrangement with his brother. Mehmed crossed the straits 
twice, and in 1415 his army, reinforced with local allies, defeated Musa. Mehmed 
was now sole ruler (1413-21). It is said that Musa had angered some of his own 
supporters by his need for funds. If this is so, then we can see how poorly 
constructed was the bond between potential ruler and local lord during this 
period of kaleidoscopic change. 

Timur had long since died, planning a campaign against China, and the 
Ottoman sultan was now very much the power with which to reckon. No 
single Balkan power was able to withstand the Ottoman ruler. Mehmed’s base 
had been in Anatolia, and he sought to guarantee its security first and foremost. 
A year after defeating Musa he campaigned in Anatolia, securing the loyalty of 
the western beyliks and bringing to an end a beylik established in Ephesus by 
a certain Cüneyd. This left Karaman, whose bey had besieged Bursa and razed 
much of it. By the end of 1415 Karaman had largely submitted, and Bayezid's 
legacy was reconstituted. 

It was at this time that there appeared a man claiming to be Mehmed's older 
brother, Mustafa, who had been taken off to Samarkand by Timur. Mustafa 
joined Cüneyd, who, in return for his surrender at Izmir, had been granted the 
governorship of Nikopolis. The two were finally penned up in Thessalonike 
in 1416, and Manuel II committed to keeping them under arrest. After this, 
the Ottomans were able to turn against Karaman in 1417 and bring its bey 
to heel. Shortly thereafter Ottoman forces raided the lands of the Wallachian 
and Hungarian rulers, obtaining tribute from the former. The last few years 
of Mehmed's reign seem to have been consumed by illness and his diplomacy 
to prevent Mustafa from contesting the succession with Mehmed's chosen 
successor, his son Murad. 

Before turning to the long reign of Murad IL, we need to go back and 
consider events of a different sort, perhaps representing a response to the 
destruction, warfare, uncertainty and insecurity of the decade after the battle 
of Ankara in 1402. These events are concerned with the career ofa certain Şeyh 
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Bedreddin.“ Bedreddin's father was kadı of a town near Edirne, his mother a 
convert from a family of Byzantine officials. It is possible that on his father’s side 
he was descended from a vezir of the Seljuks of Rum. Bedreddin had become 
a student of theology and, after becoming proficient in law and theology, 
went to Cairo, where he became an adept of Sufi thought. He seems to have 
attracted attention from both the great and the humble. Although a number 
of his theological works are within the confines of the acceptable, he seems 
also to have been influenced by the more syncretistic and ecstatic dervishes 
whom he met. It is also said that he was influenced by Christian priests and 
monks whom he attracted to Islam. At any event, in 1411, Musa made him 
chief judge of his domains; when Mehmed replaced Musa in 1413, Bedreddin 
was sent to Iznik, the early centre of Ottoman theological thought. 

In 1416 Bedreddin left Iznik for Wallachia, and in south-west Anatolia, a 
dervish known as Bórklüce Mustafa, who may have been in contact with 
Bedreddin, raised the flag of revolt. We know the doctrines, which may not 
be identical, of these two from their enemies, and so some of what is reported 
may be slander. However, both leaders found themselves in areas that had 
been ravaged by war and were damaged by expectations denied, on the one 
hand in the wake of Timur’s invasion, and on the other by the decade of war 
followed by Mehmed’s justice against the followers of Musa. Their doctrines 
included more than a hint of utopian millenarianism, and both preached to 
the dispossessed and those who had few expectations of advancement under 
the new regime. It would be difficult to demonstrate that these movements 
were based on the sort of social discontent and economic deprivation that 
we associate with later movements, nor can we speak, given the state of the 
evidence, of the precise nature of their preachings. It does seem that there 
was a syncretist appeal as well as the suggestion that the rule of Mehmed 
was neither just nor appropriate in God’s eyes. There can be little doubt that 
at Mehmed’s court, they were seen as dangers that, if united, could ignite 
something rather larger. Both men were hunted down, arrested and killed. 
Centuries later, nationalist and Marxist scholars have made much ofthese men 
and their supporters. 

With Murad II (1421-51) the vistas broaden out: much more survives in the 
way of archival documentation, including a famous tax register of Albania, and 
we can see a historical self-consciousness arise. On the one hand, during the 
early years of Murad II’s reign, a Seljuk chronicle was translated into Ottoman 
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Turkish by Yazıcıoğlu Ali, who introduced elements favourable to the Ottoman 
dynasty into the text and placed the Ottomans in the line of succession to the 
great Turkic leaders of the past. Beyond this work of editorship, in 1421 there 
appeared a text that served as the base for later recensions of the Anony- 
mous Chronicles. 'This text served as the groundwork for several later works. It 
consists of a number of layers, one of which includes a great deal of folklore, 
another of which reflects the views ofthe more humble Ottoman partisans, but 
all of which deal with the deeds of the Ottomans as a well-earned gift from 
God. Further, at this time the Ottoman court had begun to play with various 
versions ofthe family genealogy, with the intent of showing the Ottomans as 
the heirs of one or another great tradition, in particular that of the Oğuz tribe. 
We have not yet the great imperial chronicles we find holding the field in the 
sixteenth century, but we see a number of essays towards the explication and 
justification of greatness. 

Mehmed had arranged for his son Murad to succeed him, but Murad was 
untried and there were still residues of the discontent that surfaced during 
Seyh Bedreddin’s revolt. Further, not all the marcher lords were happy with 
a centralising government that might place restraints on their wish for the 
greater independence their families had enjoyed in the past. Evrenos him- 
self, patriarch of the marcher lords, is said to have died only in 1417, and his 
memories of a freebooting past might well have inspired many. In the event, 
the Byzantine emperor, Manuel II, encouraged two dangerous characters: a 
man who claimed to be Bayezid’s son Mustafa, and Ciineyd, whom we have 
seen before as ruler of a west Anatolian beylik centred on Aydin. Mustafa was 
initially quite successful in the Balkans, gaining some marcher lord support. 
When Mustafa crossed into Anatolia, however, Murad’s forces outwitted him, 
the marcher lords recalled their former loyalty, and the pretender fled. It is said 
that he was caught and killed in 1422. Cüneyd proved less of a danger, and by 
the middle ofthe decade Murad's only Anatolian threat remained the beylik of 
Karaman, which could be well defended but possessed the means only to raid 
rather than to conquer. The bey of Karaman took advantage of the Ottomans 
when they were occupied in the Balkans, but in the end the beylik could not 
expand permanently, nor, for another forty years, could the Ottomans manage 
to occupy and hold the town of the plateau enterprise. It was not until 1501 
that Ottoman forces were able to bring an end to nomad incursions from the 
Taurus in the south and to the dreams of their beys. Finally, another Mustafa, 
this one a younger brother of Murad, attempted to displace Murad in Anato- 
lia, and it is not clear just whence his support stemmed. It proved evanescent, 
however, and he was captured and killed. 


RUDI PAUL LINDNER 


There was little that the Byzantine leadership could now do to deter the 
Ottomans, and in fact the city of Constantinople remained in Byzantine hands 
largely on Ottoman sufferance. Diplomacy and, to a lesser extent, tribute 
were the remaining weapons in the empire's arsenal. In the short run, Murad 
contented himself with Thessalonike, which finally fell to Ottoman siege in 
1430; it had been in Venetian hands for the preceding years. In some sense the 
beginning of the transformation of Thessalonike provided a foretaste of the 
reconstruction of Constantinople ordained by Mehmed II a generation later. 
It was measured, with considerable attention given to the preservation of the 
existing mercantile arrangements. 

On the sea, Venice proved to be every bit as obstinate, making itself far 
more of a threat than its manpower reserves might indicate. The story of 
Venetian-Ottoman relations is a remarkable vista of the differences between 
a land-based and a sea-borne empire. The Venetians needed strategically and 
economically promising ports, as well as the opportunity to ship and sell wares 
ata profit. The Ottomans, on the other hand, could benefit from the presence 
of such a power, as they did from the Genoese, but they were never quite able 
to make the appropriate mutually agreeable arrangements with the Adriatic 
power. 

In the Balkans, the Ottomans faced a number of land powers, of which the 
strongest was the kingdom of Hungary. For some years before Murad came to 
power, the Serbian lord had been a relatively trustworthy ally, but after his death 
the whole north-west frontier came into question again. The mountainous 
lands of Albania also proved hard to control, although the existence of an 
Albanian cadastre demonstrates that the Ottomans were beginning to have 
firm possession of the lands, and knowledge of their resources. 

In 1439 the Council of Ferrara-Florence ended with the union of the Greek 
and Latin churches- oratleast itseemed to, for the majority of Greek Orthodox 
Christians repudiated the arrangement their emperor had negotiated. For 
Ottoman history the most important result of the council was a renewed 
interest in Europe for a crusade against the Turks. What whetted European 
appetites was a curious and unexpected event: the decision of Murad II to 
abdicate in favour of his son Mehmed II. Now there had been a fair continuity 
of policy in the history of the Ottoman dynasty, and perhaps the changes we 
see between Murad II and Mehmed II reflect a natural difference in generations 
rather than a sea-change. 

Nevertheless, we should bear some things in mind. Many of the senior 
servants of the enterprise over the generations since Orhan had seen their 
families grow in influence and power. Murad II’s vezir came from the family of 
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Murad I’s vezir. The marcher lords had been important supports for Ottoman 
expansion since the late 1350s. There was a tradition of expectations and of 
standard practice. On the other hand, the devşirme had been in operation for 
perhaps two generations by now, and the utility ofthe janissary corps was well 
established. A number of devşirme graduates were pressing up to the higher 
levels of power, and Mehmed II represented their future. 

Unfortunately, they all overplayed their hand at the start. As the crusad- 
ing army, composed in the main of forces from Hungary and Transylvania, 
advanced, Murad was recalled. The battle was joined (prematurely, as not all 
the crusader forces were present) near Varna in late 1444 and the Ottomans 
emerged victorious. And so they did again, when a lesser army, of similar 
composition, was defeated at Kosovo in 1448. 

Murad retired once more, but only briefly, as Mehmed's approach alienated 
janissaries concerned about possible losses as a result ofa planned debasement 
of the silver akçe. This was also a harbinger of policies under consideration 
during Mehmed’s reign. 

With the death of Murad II in 1451, what we might call the ‘old’ Ottoman 
enterprise came to an end, and what we know as the Ottoman Empire was 
poised to come into being. The battle at Varna in 1444 in many ways was a 
medieval battle, turned in the fog of war and the struggle ofaxes. The Ottoman 
field battle had yet to enter the gunpowder era; by the time of Caldiran in 
1514 gunpowder weapons had proved decisive. Murad was certainly the most 
powerful leader in south-east Europe and Anatolia, but in some ways he was 
constrained by custom, diplomacy and the advice ofmen to some of whom the 
sultan was still primus inter pares. The Ottoman administration had matured, 
but manipulation of practices, a full centralisation of law and the development 
of an active monetary policy stood in the wings still. Ottoman historiography 
was well in the making, but it had yet to achieve its full teleological flowering. 
All this was about to come to pass. 
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ağa lord; commander 

ahi | memberofasemi-religious order of the late Seljuk and early Ottoman period recruited 
mainly from among the ranks of craftsmen devoted to the ideals of fütüvvet; ahilik was an 
association which united craftsmen in the Anatolian towns and had a semi-Sufi identity 

akçe Greek aspron, Latin asper, silver coin used by the Turkish rulers 

akm raid 

akıncı raider; a corps of light cavalry used for raiding 

akritai Byzantine frontier troops 

alp hero, brave man 

alp-eren hero, brave men 

arasta covered market associated with a mosque 

archon high-ranking Byzantine official 

asitane dervish lodge 

askeri belonging to the military; those who belonged to the military or religious elite and 
who were granted tax exemption 

asper see akçe 

aspron see akçe 

avanz-idivaniye extraordinary levies 

azeb (Arabic azab) unmarried young men; seamen or pirates; in Ottoman army appar- 
ently land foot soldiers who were enlisted from the peasants for the duration of a 
campaign 

baba elder ofa dervish group; head of a Bektasi lodge 

bac tax, toll or market dues 

bailo head ofa Venetian colony; Venetian representative abroad; Venetian ambassador to 
Constantinople 

balish Mongol tax or tribute 

basgag a Mongol military governor 

bastina hereditary estate in the Balkans, a Slavic term taken over by the Ottomans denoting 
hereditary title to land 

batman measure of weight 

battimano see batman 

bedestan covered market, part of a bazaar where valuable merchandise was stored 

besant term used by Europeans for the gold dinar, and for other units of account derived 
from the dinar 
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bey ruler ofa Turkish state; commander 

beylerbeyi ` top Ottoman official in provincial government, head of a beylerbeyilik 
botte a wine measurement varying from place to place 

braccia a cloth measurement, an arm’s length, exact length varied from place to place 
buk Sufi lodge, foundation 

buta ` a wine measurement 

buta de Napoli a wine measurement 

calbano steelyard balance, see also stadera 

camlet a type of cloth made, possibly, from camel's fur, and from mohair 

canna a cloth measurement 

capsa a container for soap 

casa see capsa 

cebeci armourer 

cebelü armed retainer 

çelebi title of respect; leader of a religious order, particularly of the Mevlevis 
cerehor irregular enlisted warriors 

çeribaşı a military commander; commander of detachment of sipahis in the provinces 
chanela a measurement of approximately 10 to 12 palms 

çifi resmi tax paid for one çift of land 

çiftlik landholding which could be worked by a pair of oxen 

cihad (jihad) Islamic holy war 

cizye poll-tax paid by non-Muslims 

comerchium customs tax 

danişmend an advanced student in a medrese 

darülhadis school where the traditions of Islam are taught 

dede head of a dervish community, in particular the head of the Bektaşi order 
defter-i icmal a summary register of revenue 

defter-i mufassal a detailed register of revenue 

dergah a dervish lodge 

devşirme a levy of Christian boys for service in the Ottoman army or in the palace 
dinar Arab coin, called besant by Europeans, divided into 24 karati 

dirhem Arab silver coin 

dizdar fortress captain 

ducat Venetian gold coin 

dux governor 

ehl-i hiref artists or artisans in palace service 

emin agent, superintendent 

emir ruler, lord 

emir-dad o chief of justice 

eşkinci (or eşkünci) irregular cavalryman 

evkaf defteri vakıf register 

fardello ` a bundle, particularly used for silk 

fikih (Arabic fiqh) Islamic canonical jurisprudence 

fusta large galiot, small oared warship 

fütüvvet (Arabic futuwwa) a semi-religious movement; the ethics of such a movement 
gaza a raid for plunder, later came to mean holy war fought for Islam 
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gazi fighter in gaza 

gigliato a silver coin common in the eastern Mediterranean in the fourteenth century 

gulam-i mir salaried court troops 

hacegan departmental head in the bureaucracy 

hadith prophetic tradition; sayings and practices of the Prophet Muhammad 

halife caliph, successor, officially ordained assistant to a şeyh 

Halvetiye ` order of dervishes 

hamam public bath 

han ` caravansary, large commercial building; a market building in a town, usually special- 
ising in the trade of a specific commodity, or a place used by merchants from a specific 
region or country 

hane ` a household as a tax unit 

hanekah dervish lodge 

haraç poll-tax paid by non-Muslims 

has crown lands 

hatib the leader of the community at Friday prayers 

hisareri fortress guard 

hutbe the sermon delivered in the mosque by the hatib 

hyperpyron Byzantine gold coin, divided into 24 karati, it declined in significance during 
the fourteenth century, becoming a money of account; after the middle of the fourteenth 
century the hyperpyron in circulation was silver 

ikta a grant of revenue from land made to a military or administrative office-holder 

ilchi Mongol envoy 

imam prayer leader 

imaret soup kitchen; religious and social complex supported by a vakıf 

inji the domain ofthe Ilkhanate state 

ispence originally a poll-tax paid in the Balkans, taken over by the Ottomans as a customary 
tax 

istimalet persuasion; Ottoman policy of accommodating the population in newly con- 
quered territory 

kadı judge, chief administrator of a judicial district 

kadı sicilleri court registers 

kadırga ` oared galleys with single masts and lateen sails 

kalyata large galiot 

kantar a measurement of weight 

kapan balance used for heavy goods such as foodstuffs 

kapudan naval commander 

kapukulu ocakları the salaried troops of the palace 

karati division of a hyperpyron; there were 24 karati to one hyperpyron 

kaza district under the jurisdiction of a kadı 

kethüda Ottoman government official, agent 

kıble the direction of Mecca for praying 

komerkion customs tax 

köşk pavilion 

külliye religious and social complex 

künbed tomb 
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lala the person who had been tutor to the reigning sultan as a child 

mahalle district, quarter, neighbourhood 

malibuzurg central treasury 

mali yam courier service 

mangw a copper coin 

mazo abundle 

medrese school, Muslim theological college 

mekteb school 

menakibname ` narrative of heroic deeds 

mescid small mosque 

mevlevihane a lodge for Mevlevi dervishes 

mezhep religious denomination; school of thought 

mihrab niche in a mosque indicating the direction of Mecca 

minber pulpit in a mosque 

mine common weight and dry measure 

miri belonging to the ruler or the state 

mizan balance used for cloth and other commodities which were not very weighty 

modio see modius 

modius a dry measure, varying widely according to location 

moggio see modius 

mudd a dry measure, varying according to location, used for grain 

müderris teacher in a medrese 

müftü or müfti jurisconsult 

muhasebe defteri account register 

muhtesib market inspector 

mukataa tax farm; a source of revenue 

mülk freehold ownership 

mürid Sufi disciple 

müsellem member of a corps of militia performing military service in return for tax 
exemption 

mustahfiz fortress guard 

mustaufi revenue accountant 

müstevi head of the financial department 

nahiye administrative region, district 

naib deputy, representative 

naibüs-saltana (na'ib al-saltana)  sultan’s deputy 

nazır superintendent, particularly of a vakıf 

noyan a Mongol commander 

nüfus defteri population register 

ocak infantry corps 

ordu Mongol court 

orta military unit 

pani cloth 

paroikos dependent peasant, who received land to cultivate, though also having the right 
to own land 

patumani see batman 
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piyade infantry 

podestâ the top government official in Genoese colonies 

pronoia care, forethought; in fiscal terms a grant of land which at times involved military 
service 

protostrator one of the highest officials in the retinue of the emperor 

qubchur Mongol tax on flocks and herds; poll-tax 

quriltay assembly 

reaya  tax-paying population who were not members of the askeri elite 

ribat military station on a frontier, fortified post, lodge for dervishes 

rotol a division of weight, division of a kantar 

rüsum dues, taxes 

rüsum-i urfiyye customary dues 

salname yearbook 

sancak ` sub-province 

sancakbeyi governor of a sub-province 

sanduka sarcophagus, cenotaph 

scarlattini fine woollen cloth, usually, though not always, scarlet coloured 

sekban ` military unit 

sema the whirling dance and the music performed during a Mevlevi ceremony 

senseraggio o brokerage 

serasker commander of the army 

şeriat (Shari‘a) Islamic religious law 

şeriyye sicilleri court registers 

seruch probably a grain measurement 

şeyh sheikh, head; popular religious leader; head of a tribe 

seyyid descendant of the Prophet Muhammad 

shihna military governor 

shinik a capacity measure 

sifahane hospital 

simsar the head of the brokers in a market 

sipahi mounted soldier holding a timar; a member of the sultan’s cavalry 

società business partnership 

solak a military unit 

solakbaşı the commander of a solak 

sommo silver coin used in Black Sea region 

stadera steelyard balance with one arm 

staperronos cloth measurement 

strategos Byzantine commander in charge of a theme and its troops 

subaşı commander; a government agent 

sürgün deportation 

taghar provisioning 

tahrir survey of land, population and sources of revenue 

tahrir defteri written survey of a province 

tamgha Mongol tax on commercial transactions 

tarikat Sufi order 

tefsir commentary on the Quran 
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tekalif-i urfiyye (tekalif-i órfiye) o customary dues 

tekfur local Byzantine ruler 

tekke dervish lodge 

temlik grant of freehold property rights 

themes troops 

timar revenue allotment in return for military service; a Persian term meaning care, 
forethought, solicitude 

timareri holder ofa timar 

topçı artillery corps 

topçıbaşı chief gunner 

tüfenkçi gunner unit 

tuman 10,000, a Mongol military division 

türbe grave, tomb 

uc frontier region 

uç beyi o marcher lord 

vakfiye deed of trust of a vakıf 

vakıf pious foundation 

vakifname deed of trust 

vali governor 

veli holy man 

vegeta de Napoli wine measurement 

vezir a minister of the sultan 

vilayet province 

wagf see vakıf 

yamak assistant 

yarghuchi Mongol judge 

yarligh decree 

yaya  footman, infantry 

yeniçeri janissary 

yıldızname astrological book for predicting the future 

yoldaş companion, retainer 

yoldashk originally denoted companionship and performing service as a retainer of a 
military leader; came to mean participation in a campaign and a display of bravery 

yük aload, a weight measurement varying widely according to merchandise and location 

yürük Turkoman nomad 

zaviye dervish lodge 

zeamet land held in return for military service 

zeugarion/jugum Byzantine designation for the amount of land which could be ploughed 
by a pair of oxen 

zimmi (Arabic dhimmi) non-Muslim living under Islamic ruler 
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